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During that first term, I was able to

convince minority leader Bob Michel
to join with us and to help us kick off
what would be a tremendous decade of
success for the men and women who
every day risk their lives. I was not,
however, able to convince Speaker
Wright to join.

I gave a speech out at the National
Fire Academy, and one of the attendees
there was a man by the name of Mason
Lankford from Texas. Mason came up
to me after that meeting and said,
‘‘You need the Speaker to be in-
volved?’’ And I said yes, and within a
week Mason had convinced his good
friend, Speaker Jim Wright, to support
our efforts. Jim became a very aggres-
sive supporter of the fire service during
the rest of his tenure as the Speaker of
this body.

Mason Lankford, over the past 9
years, Mr. Speaker, as a representative
of the Texas Fire Service, past presi-
dent of their State association, past ac-
tive member of the Fort Worth Fire
Department, known throughout Fort
Worth and the Arlington area as some-
one who was always willing to give of
himself, was doing what he liked best
yesterday, Mr. Speaker. He was ad-
dressing the members of the Texas Fire
Service in Galveston.

He had been introduced by his good
friend, Chief Willie Wiscow of the Gal-
veston Fire Department, and following
Mason’s brief comments, unfortu-
nately, he passed away.

Mason will be remembered, Mr.
Speaker, by the 1.2 million men and
women across this country who every
day risk their lives, for having helped
create a new awareness of fire and life
safety issues in this Congress. It was
Mason Lankford who over the past 9
years helped convince over 400 Mem-
bers of Congress to join our efforts to
provide more awareness and more sup-
port for these brave men and women.

Mason attended each of our nine din-
ners here in Washington, where he
helped organize those events, annually
raising between $400,000 and $500,000 to
provide staff support for the issues im-
portant to firefighters and emergency
medical personnel across the country.

Day in and day out Mason Lankford
was there helping those who he knew
best, those men and women who he
worked with in Texas and throughout
this country in both the paid and the
volunteer fire and EMS services.

We are going to miss Mason, Mr.
Speaker, and I rise tonight to pay trib-
ute to him. I know all of our colleagues
on both sides of the aisle wish Mason’s
family well through these very dif-
ficult times. And I know that all of us
will join in remembering Mason for the
outstanding contribution that he made
to society, that he made to mankind.

The services for Mason will be Thurs-
day at 2 p.m. At the First Methodist
Church in Arlington, TX, and I ask all
of my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, to join
together and extend our condolences
and best wishes to Mason’s wife, Lynn,
and his children Joe and Nancy, who
are following in Mason’s footsteps.

Again, Mr. Speaker, it is a tragic
loss. We are all going to miss Mason,
but Mason certainly has completed an
outstanding effort on behalf of those
firefighters in this country who are
better off, who are better equipped,
who are better trained and who are bet-
ter served because of his efforts, not
just over the past 9 years but even be-
fore that as an active member of the
largest group of unsung heroes in this
country, our domestic defenders, our
fire and EMS personnel.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Washington [Mrs. LINDA
SMITH] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington
addressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.]
f

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to take this opportunity to set forth
some of the history behind, as well as de-
scribe the workings of the Private Calendar. I
hope this might be of some value to the Mem-
bers of this House, especially our newer col-
leagues.

Of the five House Calendars, the Private
Calendar is the one to which all private bills
are referred. Private bills deal with specific in-
dividuals, corporations, institutions, and so
forth, as distinguished from public bills which
deal with classes only.

Of the 108 laws approved by the First Con-
gress, only 5 were private laws. But their num-
ber quickly grew as the wars of the new Re-
public produced veterans and veterans’ wid-
ows seeking pensions and as more citizens
came to have private claims and demands
against the Federal Government. The 49th
Congress, 1885 to 1887, the first Congress for
which complete workload and output data is
available—passed 1,031 private laws, as com-
pared with 434 public laws. At the turn of the
century the 56th Congress passed 1,498 pri-
vate laws and 443 public laws—a better than
3 to 1 ratio.

Private bills were referred to the Committee
on the Whole House as far back as 1820, and
a calendar of private bills was established in
1839. These bills were initially brought before
the House by special orders, but the 62d Con-
gress changed this procedure by its rule XXIV,
clause 6 which provided for the consideration
of the Private Calendar in lieu of special or-
ders. This rule was amended in 1932, and
then adopted in its present form on March 22,
1935.

A determined effort to reduce the private bill
workload of the Congress was made in the
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946. Sec-
tion 131 of that act banned the introduction or
the consideration of four types of private bills:
first, those authorizing the payment of money
for pensions; second, for personal or property
damages for which suit may be brought under
the Federal tort claims procedure; third, those
authorizing the construction of a bridge across

a navigable stream, or fourth, those authoriz-
ing the correction of a military or naval record.

This ban afforded some temporary relief but
was soon offset by the rising postwar and cold
war flood for private immigration bills. The 82d
Congress passed 1,023 private laws, as com-
pared with 594 public laws. The 88th Con-
gress passed 360 private laws compared with
666 public laws.

Under rule XXIV, clause 6, the Private Cal-
endar is called the first and third Tuesday of
each month. The consideration of the Private
Calendar bills on the first Tuesday is manda-
tory unless dispensed with by a two-thirds
vote. On the third Tuesday, however, recogni-
tion for consideration of the Private Calendar
is within the discretion of the Speaker and
does not take precedence over other privi-
leged business in the House.

On the first Tuesday of each month, after
disposition of business on the Speaker’s table
for reference only, the Speaker directs the call
of the Private Calendar. If a bill called is ob-
jected to by two or more Members, it is auto-
matically recommitted to the committee report-
ing it. No reservation of objection is enter-
tained. Bills unobjected to are considered in
the House in the Committee of the Whole.

On the third Tuesday of each month, the
same procedure is followed with the exception
that omnibus bills embodying bills previously
rejected have preference and are in order re-
gardless of objection.

Such omnibus bills are read by paragraph,
and no amendments are entertained except to
strike out or reduce amounts or provide limita-
tions. Matters so stricken out shall not be
again included in an omnibus bill during that
session. Debate is limited to motions allowable
under the rule and does not admit motions to
strike out the last word or reservation of objec-
tions. The rules prohibit the Speaker from rec-
ognizing Members for statements or for re-
quests for unanimous consent for debate. Om-
nibus bills so passed are thereupon resolved
in their component bills, which are engrossed
separately and disposed of as if passed sepa-
rately.

Private Calendar bills unfinished on one
Tuesday go over to the next Tuesday on
which such bills are in order and are consid-
ered before the call of bills subsequently on
the calendar. Omnibus bills follows the same
procedure and go over to the next Tuesday on
which that class of business is again in order.
When the previous question is ordered on a
Private Calendar bill, the bill comes up for dis-
position on the next legislative day.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to describe to
the newer Members the Official Objectors sys-
tem the House has established to deal with
the great volume of private bills.

The majority leader and the minority leader
each appoint three Members to serve as Pri-
vate Calendar Objectors during a Congress.
The Objectors are on the floor ready to object
to any private bill which they feel is objection-
able for any reason. Seated near them to pro-
vide technical assistance are the majority and
minority legislative clerks.

Should any Member have a doubt or ques-
tions about a particular private bill, he or she
can get assistance from objectors, their clerks,
or from the Member who introduced the bill.

The great volume of private bills and the de-
sire to have an opportunity to study them
carefully before they are called on the Private
Calendar has caused the six objectors to
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agree upon certain ground rules. The rules
limit consideration of bills placed on the Pri-
vate Calendar only shortly before the calendar
is called. This agreement adopted on June 17,
1997, the Members of the Majority Private
Calendar Objectors Committee have agreed
that during the 105th Congress, they will con-
sider only those bills which have been on the
Private Calendar for a period of 7 days, ex-
cluding the day the bill is reported and the day
the calendar is called. Reports must be avail-
able to the Objectors for 3 calendar days.

It is agreed that the majority and minority
clerks will not submit to the Objectors any bills
which do not meet this requirement.

This policy will be strictly enforced except
during the closing days of a session when the
House rules are suspended.

This agreement was entered into by: The
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER], the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. COBLE], the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
GOODLATTE], the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
BOUCHER], and the gentlelady from Connecti-
cut [Ms. DELAURO].

I feel confident that I speak from my col-
leagues when I request all Members to enable
us to give the necessary advance consider-
ation to private bills by not asking that we de-
part from the above agreement unless abso-
lutely necessary.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. KINGSTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. KINGSTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

VOLUNTEER SUMMIT FOR MONT-
GOMERY COUNTY, PENNSYLVA-
NIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FOX] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to address the House tonight
to inform my colleagues of a very ex-
citing opportunity taking place in my
district, the 13th District of Pennsylva-
nia. We are going to be hosting the
Montgomery County Promise, which is
an extension of the President’s sum-
mit.

As my colleagues may know, the
President’s summit took place in April,
and here in my district we are going to
be having a followup summit Septem-
ber 19 and 20 at the Forth Washington
Expo Center at Fort Washington, PA.

This should be an exciting oppor-
tunity for all civic, governmental, edu-
cators, clergy, everyone from all walks
of life to participate in by gathering
the top public and private sector volun-
teer activists to focus our already ex-
citing and active volunteer base in
Montgomery County, to focus in on the
most important issues facing us for the
next decade.

I joined today in announcing this
with some very important people from
Montgomery County who will be at the
forefront in making sure the plans for

this event take place in a very profes-
sional way and, most important, in-
volve our youth in making a lasting
difference in their lives.

Dr. Norah Peters of Beaver College,
of Pennsylvania, in Glenside, who is an
expert in the field of voluntarism and
has conducted extensive research on
the subject for the past 15 years. She
joins Betty Landman, the President of
the university, in working with us on
this important event.

We also have Louise Elkins, from the
Volunteer Center from southeast Penn-
sylvania, and Mary Mackie, the direc-
tor of community services for the Unit-
ed Way of southeastern Pennsylvania.

We were also joined by Clarence
Rader, who has been very active as the
leading light in the Business/Industry
School and Partnership program, and
has been very active in the business
circles of Montgomery County in Penn-
sylvania.

Richard Byler from the Community
Action Development Commission,
Major Carl Carvill of the Salvation
Army, Joanna Smith of the Associa-
tion of Retarded Citizens of Montgom-
ery County, Linda Millison of the Re-
tired Senior Volunteer program, Ber-
tha Johnson and Cathie Randall from
Head Start.

All these individuals have worked to-
gether for our mission to promote im-
proved collaboration among commu-
nity-based organizations, schools, cor-
porations, the media, communities of
faith, and government to make Mont-
gomery County a better place for our
youth.

The enthusiasm we have in moving
forward these goals cannot be empha-
sized enough. The goal is by the end of
the year 2000 that thousands of more
young people will have access to all
five fundamental resources that will
maximize their success: First, an ongo-
ing relationship with a caring adult;
safe places and structured activities; a
healthy start; marketable skills; and
opportunities to give back to the com-
munity.

Among the cosponsors already com-
mitted to this important function are
the Montgomery County Chamber of
Commerce, the Lutheran Brotherhood,
the Indian Creek Foundation, the Fos-
ter Grandparent program and numer-
ous hospitals. Those interested in serv-
ing can contact us through the Mont-
gomery County Promise, P.O. Box 26,
Norristown, PA, 19404, or contact the
office at 610–275–4460.

I should point out that our major
goal is not only to have more people
volunteer but to have more of our
youth take an active voice in congres-
sional activities, governmental activi-
ties and community activities, and to
establish permanent mentoring pro-
grams in the various professions and
businesses throughout our State.
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And also develop for the first time
under one roof where all the volunteer
groups, over 600 volunteer groups and

800 nonprofits, can meet for the first
time in an opportunity to exchange
ideas, to have forums, to have our key-
note speakers, and to have demonstra-
tion programs where we will show
within the community just how much
spirit and enthusiasm we have to make
sure our youth have the chance to be-
come the leaders they want to be to
achieve vocationally, educationally
and in every way possible the kind of
life where they can be all they can be.

We look forward to an exciting event,
and we hope that other Members of the
House will do similar in the sense that
they will have their own follow-
through summits based on the Presi-
dent’s summit we had in Philadelphia.
f

THE REPUBLICAN TAX CUT PLAN
AND THE BUDGET BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. PALLONE] is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, tonight
I would like to talk about two issues
which I believe are related. First is the
analysis, if you will, of the Republican
tax cut plan, which I believe mainly
benefits the wealthy and how the
Democratic alternative is much better
for the average family, the average
middle-income family in this country;
all of this, of course, in the context of
the budget bill and the efforts we are
now making in committee and eventu-
ally on the floor next week to work out
a budget bill and the tax cuts that are
a part of that budget bill.

Second, following up on what I spoke
about earlier today during morning
hour, what happened with regard to
Medicare in the matter of MSA’s, or
medical savings accounts, being incor-
porated in the Medicare Program as
part of this budget package to the det-
riment I believe of the Medicare Pro-
gram and, at the same time, the Re-
publican leadership’s failure to provide
funding for low-income people who cur-
rently receive Medicaid funding to pay
for their Medicare part B premium. All
of this is in the overall context of the
budget bill.

As my colleagues know, when we
passed the budget resolution about a
week or two ago, it was pretty much a
bipartisan vote. I voted for the budget
resolution because I am very concerned
that we need to balance the budget, we
need to be concerned about spending
and we certainly, at the same time,
need to provide some tax cuts or tax
breaks to the average American. And
so, as a whole, the budget resolution
seemed to make sense.

However, what happens is that after
the budget resolution passes, both the
House and the Senate and eventually
the President have to get together on
an implementation bill, if you will,
that will show where spending takes
place, where tax cuts take place, what
kinds of changes are going to take
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